Abstract. From the very beginning of existence of society, there also existed crime, in one or another its ways of manifestation. Historically the punishment tool and the goal of the punishment was greatly dependent on the existing authority, political system, traditions and scale of values in society.
Introduction
From the very beginning of existence of society, there also existed crime, in one or another its ways of manifestation. During the human evolution the types of punishments have changed and in different centuries in and in various parts of the world they have been different. They changed from the different types of corporal punishment, torture and the death penalty, in their various forms, to a variety of alternative punishments, which are not related to violence against the guilty person. Over the course of many thousands of years the humanity has been relentlessly "followed" by crime and by motive of the punishment. The different aspects of the punishment have been analyzed by many representatives of their day, creating new theories and ideas that have transformed also within society of the beginning of 21 st century. Psychological process of the crime creates a moral requirement for the punishment. The crime, in its turn, is a protest against "abnormalities" of the social order (Banga 2005) . Historically the punishment tool and the goal of the punishment was greatly dependent on the existing authority, political system, traditions and scale of values in society. The punishment was and still is considered to be the most effective means of protection of one's rights and interests. However, the society's conception about the nature, tasks and importance of punishment have significantly changed over the time (Shkavronska 2010) .
The authors of the article, continuing with scientific publication cycle, which is dedicated to execution of sentence of imprisonment in Latvia and security aspects of the places of confinement, the authors offer to become familiar with the study of peculiarities of execution of the sentence of imprisonment and security aspects in the places of confinement with respect to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment). The readers can familiarize themselves with authors' previous scientific publications, which are dedicated to peculiarities of execution of the sentence of imprisonment and security aspects in the places of confinement with respect to convicted women and with respect to convicted minors, in 2014 issue of "Journal of Security and Sustainability Issues No.3 (3) (Luksa 2013) .
Imprisonment is not the state's or society's revenge on a convicted person for the offense. Its aim is to restore justice, to prevent potential future recurrence of the offenses and to deter others from following this example. However, the most important task in this whole complex is not to isolate the guilty person from the society, but to do everything possible so that during the time of imprisonment this person would receive education, profession, change his/her way of thinking, and, coming out through the prison gate, would start a full life
Recommendation Rec (2006) 2 of the Committee of Ministers to member states on the European Prison Rules particularly stresses that the enforcement of custodial sentences and the treatment of prisoners necessitate taking account of the requirements of safety, security and discipline while also ensuring prison conditions which do not infringe human dignity and which offer meaningful occupational activities and treatment programmes to inmates, thus preparing them for their reintegration into society.
This article reflects and analyzes the results of the conducted study on peculiarities of execution of the sentence of imprisonment in respect to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) in Latvia. This article studies the peculiarities of execution of the sentence of imprisonment in respect to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), identifies issues and suggests possible solutions. Undeniable is the fact that imprisonment for life (life imprisonment) is the severest type of criminal punishment in Latvia, and its execution requires a special approach, thus the study obtains the status of vitally important topicality. (Luse 2011) . In addition to the above, in recent years the significant amendments have been made also to norms of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, which affect execution of sentence of imprisonment in places of confinement with respect to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment).
The aim of the authors of this study is to conduct the analysis of the existing Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, and its binding Cabinet of Ministers regulations norms analysis with respect to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), as well as their compliance with generally accepted human rights standards. Based on the study there has been developed a series of recommendations for the staff of places of confinement working with the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), as well as pointed out the necessity to make amendments to the norms of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia.
The authors suggest that the drawbacks and issues discovered within the framework of this study, as well as proposed solutions will make a significant contribution to the development of the punishment execution rights theory in Latvia. It will be possible to improve the sentence of imprisonment execution legal framework by using new scientific cognitions stated in this study. According to the data provided by the administration of places of confinement, as of March 1, 2016, there are 57 persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) in places of confinement of Latvia serving custodial sentence, 56 of which are men and 1 woman. The persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life, men, (life imprisonment) are serving custodial sentence in Jelgava and Daugavgriva prisons, and women are serving custodial sentence in Ilguciems prison. A woman being in prison is an anomaly, but it is well known fact that the amount of female prisoners around the world is increasing (Zahars, Stivrenieks 2014) . According to the data provided by the administration of places of confinement, out of the total number of the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), 55 are the citizens of the Republic of Latvia, 1 is the citizen of the Russian Federation and 1 is the citizen of the Republic of Armenia.
In addition to the above, it is expedient to note the fact that there are also 8 imprisoned persons ( In addition to the above, the fourth part of the Section 50. (Spure 2015) . In addition to the above, the standard acts provide also a number of preconditions, in order for conditional release to be proposed and enforced, prior to completion of punishment, and all these preconditions are stipulated in provisions of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia and the Criminal Law norms. (material, organizational, technical, technological, etc.) , however we cannot ignore the fact that at the same time it must also be assessed from the aspect of human right and punishment execution rights (Zahars, Stivrenieks 2015) . Persons ", have established that in both appendixes, the certain examples of convicts' clothing, its types and range are different and contradictory. We also have to admit the fact that the practice of places of confinement, providing the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) with a certain type of clothing, and demanding them to wear it, is not the same. Thus, the principle of prohibition of unequal attitude towards the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) is allowed, which in some cases may even be discriminatory, when at the same legal conditions, only because a prisoner is in another place of confinement, there is provided unequal approach and attitude.
of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia provides that the rules of internal order of penitentiary institution determine custody and supervision order of the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment). The rules of internal order of penitentiary

Safety aspects, when ensuring execution of the sentence of deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) in places of confinement
Recommendation Rec (2006) 2 of the Committee of Ministers to member states on the European Prison Rules particularly stresses that every possible effort shall be made by prison administration to allow all prisoners to take a full part in daily activities in safety.
Assurance of security and internal order process is one of the main principles in places of confinement. From the human rights point of view the assurance of regime and the personal security is the state's responsibility, in order to ensure the protection of these persons in places of confinement. By limiting the freedom of movement of convicts and their self-defense ability, the state takes the increased responsibility in ensuring the safety and security in places of confinement. (Bishops 2013).
Recommendation Rec (2003) 23 of the Committee of Ministers to member states on the management by prison administrations of life sentence and other long-term prisoners stresses that, the enforcement of custodial sentences requires striking a balance between the objectives of ensuring security, good order and discipline in penal institutions, on the one hand, and providing prisoners with decent living conditions, active regimes and constructive preparations for release. Legislation and practice concerning the management of life sentence and other long-term prisoners should comply with the requirements embodied in the European Convention on Human Rights and the case-law of the organs entrusted with its application.
According to the second part of the Section 50.
4 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia provides that increased security and maximum surveillance of convicted persons shall be ensured in closed prisons. In addition to the above, from the tenth and the eleventh part of the Section 50.4 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia it follows that enhanced surveillance is also ensured with regard to persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment). In places of confinement, also in practice, the specific differences in the field of surveillance ensuring of convicted persons have not been found.
Looking back at the history of execution of sentence of imprisonment in Latvia, up until 2011, the sentenced men, who have been sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), on the internal prison territory were transferred escorted by at least three prison guards, handcuffed, and for transportation also were used service dogs. By the court judgment of certain authorities, the action of officials of these places of confinement has been found to be unlawful, it also did not derive from the norms of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, which were in force at that time, and this type of practice in places of confinement has been ceased. (Kronberga 2013) . After conducting the analysis of legal provisions of the Section 50.
8 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia and of the Section 22 of the Prisons Administration Law, the authors of the article have come to the conclusion that even if the committee of the place of confinement desides to apply with respect to the person sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) the special means -handcuffs -when being transferred in the territory of the deprivation of liberty institution such a decision is not binding and legal in connection with the application of handcuffs with respect to the person sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) outside the places of confinement, or when providing healthcare services, or transferring the convict to the other place of confinement, for it does not follow from the name and wording of the Section 50.
8
of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia. In addition to the above, in practice, there is also a dispute regarding the issue whether, according to the Section 50.
8 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, the decision made by committee of one place of confinement regarding the application/non-application of handcuffs with respect to the person sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), is binding to the head of the other place of confinement.
Security greatly depends on alertness of the staff and its cooperation with the convicts, when the staff is aware of the prison events and the convicts are involved in positive activities. This model is often referred to as the dynamic safety. By preserving permanent contact with the prisoners the observant guard will be able to respond to situation which is different from the acceptable, and which may become a threat to prison security. The positive aspect of the dynamic security is that it allows to identify the security risk at an early stage (Кoil 2002).
Resocialization peculiarities of the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment)
The first part of the Section 61. The repeated assessment of the risks and needs of the convicted person is carried out at least once a year during the whole sentence period. The resocialization plan of the convicted person is also specified and supplemented according to the risk and needs assessment results. The authors of the article by conducting the analysis of provisions of the tenth part of the Section 50.
4 , the first part of the Section 50.
8 and the first part of the 61. 7 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, have established that due to strict requirements of the regime of execution of sentence of imprisonment, the possibility of implementation of resocialization in places of confinement in relation to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) are rather limited, if not impossible. In addition to the above, the authors of the article point out the fact that the above-mentioned sections of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia contradict one another, and there are apparent conflicting characteristics between the the regime of execution of sentence of imprisonment and resocialization of the convicted persons; as a result it is necessary to make amendment in the relevant sections of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia. As of March 1, 2016, from the total number of the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), there have been transferred 4 convicts to the other convicted persons, who have not been sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), and who have been sufficiently well integrated into society of other convicts, and who (to some extent) have already reached certain results of resocialization. The above-mentioned convicted persons are employed in enterprises, at the territory of institutions of deprivation of liberty, as well as actively participate both in leisure and religious events, they also attend resocialization programs of various content.
Unfortunately, not all resocialization necessary resources and tools may be applied in isolation conditions. Although within the prison walls the offender's willingness to live in a society can be judged only on hypothetical level, prison potential is high enough to give the client a good support before the main test -freedom (Luste 2015) . According to decision adopted in the order of the Section 50.
Conclusions
8 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, the officials of the places of confinement do not have the right to apply special means -handcuffs -in regard the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) outside the place of execution of punishment of deprivation of liberty; In practice of places of confinement there is also a dispute regarding the issue whether, according to the Section 50.
8 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, the decision made by committee of one place of confinement regarding the application/non-application of handcuffs with respect to the person sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment), is binding to the head of other place of confinement; According to the tenth part of the Section 50.
4 , the first part of the Section 50. 8 and the first part of the Section 61.
7 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia, the possibility of implementation of resocialization in places of confinement in relation to the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) are rather limited, if not impossible. In addition to the above, the above-mentioned sections contradict one another, and there are apparent conflicting characteristics between the regimes of execution of sentence of imprisonment and resocialization of the convicted persons klajā pretrunā; Amendments, as of June 18, 2015, to the fifth part of the Section 50.
8 of The Sentence Execution Code of Latvia have a very positive assessment, based on which, the persons sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment) can be transferred to the total "flow," to the other convicts, who have not been sentenced with deprivation of liberty for life (life imprisonment).
